a a 
. 4 & 
* . 2 
a — wt A 
ret - * 
l 888 
— - 5 * FX . — I | l 
2 2 * * 43 monk | Z 
A 
— re — N i 
A EC "i — — ——ͤ TDI 4 ws * 
— 6] —— no — = a SS => 5 — . png 
* * = G : > 5 - 5 2 0 „ — 
- . 1 - . NJ ——— : ts. - i = . — arg ts IAA ee > 7 we — ts x mo I Ing — ee 
- * 2 * * — 8 IS — ed. — of me 4 
yo D wn 3 I _— . — r _ — — — ——— 
A * 1 1 — ——— 5 
* * * N 
— 
2 nee — . — 


) 


- 


FFF 


— 


FI RS T H TN 
ing and 8 


Ill 


UPON THE 


NOK WK 


AGAINST THE 


ONFESSIONAL. 


ce One Sh 


> 
* 


7 
* 
* 
] 


* 


(Pr 


Js 
/* 


= 


. 


E? 
2 ; 4 % 

7 
7 * PF 


— ‚ . 4 


R E M A R K 8 


UPON THE 


FIRST of T m,n 


L ET TFT EWMMY 


AGATNST THE 


CONFESSIONAL 


— — PEW. 


2 
x 


— —_ 


By a Gpuny CLERGEMAN, = 


He did but prompt the age to quit their clogs, 
By the known rules of antient liberty, 
When ſtrait a barbarous noiſe environs Him 


Of Owls and Cuckoos, Aſſes, Apes and Dogs. 
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Op RATIO is one of thoſe vir- 
tues, that are more generally 
talked of, than underſtood. In writ- 
ings of a controverſial nature, the 
faſhion of the times in which we live 
obliges Authors to make great profeſ- 


ſions of moderation and candour. 
B | But 
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But we are not to form our judgment 


concerning a man's moderation mer rely 
from his own declarations ; but if we 
intend our concluſion to be free {rom 
error, it will be proper to take into 
our eſtimate the deſign and i pirit with 
which a work appears to be written, 
It witl alſo be proper to conſider the 
nature of the performance itſelf. And 
if we find the Author's profeſſed in- 
tention is to correct vice and immo- 
rality, to defend the juſt rights and 
liberties of mankind, we ought not 
to be ſurprized, if vicious and immoral 
men in the one caſe, and in the other, 
the advocates and friends of lawleſs 
tyranny and oppreſſion are drawn 1n 
their proper colours, and conſigned to 
public infamy.. And ſuch an Author 


1 


18 


. | 
is ſo far from deſerving to be charged 
with want of candour, that he merits 
our beſt thanks for the ſervices he does 
to his fellow creatures. For it can | 
be aſcribed to nothing but the want 
of writers, poſſeſſed of abilities joined 
to a proper thare of courage, to point 
out to the public their true intereſt as 
occaſion requires, that we behold the 
natural rights of mankind ſo oſten 
violated, and the many rendered ſub- 
ſervient to the baſe deſigns of the few. 
But in matters, merely ſpeculative, 
it is poſſible for perſons of the moſt 
diſtinguiſhed abilities to fall into many 
miſtakes. Nor can the greateſt degree 
of honeſty ſecure us from error. We 
ought therefore to treat men with 
candour, be their opinions ever ſo 

1 ab- 


(> 1 
| abſurd, or ridiculous, This is the 
| proper field wherein we ſhould learn 


to exerciſe our moderation. But ſtill 


we are ever to remember that our 
| claim to liberty, is no longer juſt than 
while we allow the ſame liberty to 
others : But when a perſon begins 


to make his opinions the rule of faith 

to other men, or from the proſpect 
of ſome paltry worldly advantage, be- 
comes the mercenary defender of the 
| _ cauſe of ſlavery, be it civil, or reli- 
gious, to treat ſuch an one with a juſt 
degree of ſeverity, and to lay open 
his baſe and pernicious intentions, 1s 
one of the beſt ſervices, that we can 


render to the public, 
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— — 


J was 


WE: 


I was naturally lead into theſe re- 


flections upon conſidering the preſent 
ſtate of the controverſy, between the 
Author of the Confeſſional, and his 


Opponen ts. 


There are few of our readers, who 
are unacquainted with the general 


tendency of that celebrated perfor- 


mance. Neither are the many artifi- 
ces that are daily practiced, in order 
to draw the attention of the public 
from the principal object of their 


concern altogether unknown. 


* 


The deſign of the Author of the 
Confeſſional ſeems to be the ſe ting 
on foot an enquiry into the right of IM 
Proteſtant Churches to impoſe articles 1 b 

or 
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or confeſſions of faith, that are not 


manifeſtly agreeable to the goſpel, 


| upon thoſe perſons that offer them- 


ſelves as candidates for the miniſtry. 
Or in other words, whether ſuch a 
practice can be defended upon the 
principles of the reformation. I do 
not mean, whether any or all of the 
reformers did or did not vindicate this 
practice; for were we to be deter- 


| mined by this rule, we ſhould fall into 
many adfurdities : For it is well known 


that among other things they both 
defended and practiced the burning 
of Hereticks, But we are to conſider 
whether their ſeparation from the 
church of Rome be founded, and 
whether it can be juſtified upon any 
other principle than the right of pri- 

vate 


2 } 


vate judgment : And whether the 


very ſame argumentation that will 9 
juſtify a Proteſtant in the impoſition 1 
of the thirty- nine articles of the church 
of England, be not ſuch, as will 


vindicate the church of Rome in 
requiring ſubſcription to all and ſingu- 
lar, the articles of the council of Trent. 


This is the true ſtate of the 
Queſtion, that is or ought to be 
debated between the Author of the 
Confeſſional and his adverſaries. But 
inſtead of ſuffering this ſubject to be 


argued in a calm and decent manner, 


as a matter of ſuch vaſt importance 
ſeems to demand, every method, that 
art can invent, or malice ſuggeſt, is 
imployed to lay the controverſy aſleep, 

or 


1 


or to fix the public attention upon 


things of no kind of importance. 


All ſincere believers of the truth of 
the goſpel, are concerned in the event 


of this diſpute: For it is a matter of 


the higheſt importance, whether man- 
kind are to be inſtructed from the 
pure fountains of Chriſtianity, or ob- 
liged to drink of the muddy ciſterns of 
human authority. But whether the 
Author of the Confeſſional be a 
clergyman Or a layman, whether he 
be guilty of prevarication, whether he 
has made ſome miſtakes in the hiſtori- 
cal parts of that work, are queſtions 
of as much conſequence, as it would 
be to diſpute whether he be a tall or 
a ſhort man, or whether he ide upon 
a grey horſe or a black one. 


But 


3 $1 
But trifling as theſe enquiries may 
appear, they are made the ſubject 
of the greateſt part of an hundred 
pages, which are comprłzed in a 
pamphlet entitled, A LETTER 20 be 
Authour of the ConrrssioNAL., The 
writer of this letter aſſumes an ap- 
pearance of great ſolemnity, and with 


all the majeſty of an Inquiſitor General, 
calls him to a ſevere account for want 
of moderation and candour, for preva- | 
rication, fora miſrepreſentation of facts, 
and in ſhort many other high crimes 
and miſdemeanours. At the ſame 
time the Letter- writer would lay claim 
to a large ſhare of candour, and if 
you were to judge of him merely 
from his own profeſſions, you would 
imagine him to be one of the moſt. 
FTC charitable, 


1 
charitable, catholic writers that ever 
appeared in the world. But the 


misfortune 1s, be you compare 


his profeſſions with the judgment he 
paſſes upon the arguments of his 
antagoniſt, you cannot help thinking 
of the conduct of the Inquiſition, 
dhe, whenever a poor creature is 
found guilty of hereſy, that is, of 
making uſe of his own private judg- 
ment in oppoſition to that of the 
Church, at the ſame time ſhe delivers 
the convict to the ſecular arm to be 
roaſted alive, never fails making the 
ſtrongeſt profeſſions of her clemency 
and moderation. Much i in the ſame. 
light I conſider the moderation of a 

man, who can ſubmit to wound the 
the reputation of another merely for 


lis 


[- ax, 3 
his endeayouring to defend t the cauſe | 
of chriſtian liberty, and to ſupport, 


In oppoſition to popiſh tyranny, the 
genuine principles of proteſtantiſm. 
But, baſe and mean as the Letter- 
writer's endeavours are, this Authour's 
reputation is fixcd upon a foundation 


too firm to be ſhaken by any attacks 
of this nature; As long as a regard 
for liberty, for truth, and pure religion 
ſhall have any place upon earth, fo 
long ſhall the Confeſ/onal be ranked 


among thoſe valuable performances, 


that do honour to the religion of Jeſus, 


and are calculated to exhibit it to the 


public view in its native ſimplicity, 
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fall of grace and truth, 
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But my tention 4 is not to write a 
panygerick upon that excellent work; 
altho' what has been ſaid of the famous 


Lettres provinciales, may with equal 
propriety be applied to the Confeſfſ Monal, 


feront eternellement regards comme 


un modele de goit et de fiyle.* Nei- 
ther do I propoſe to enter into a debate 
with the Letter-writer concerning the 
Authour of the Confeſſional's fidelity 
as an hiſtorian ; for this would be a 
taſk, for which J have neither leiſure 
nor inclination. And I make no doubt 
of its being executed by ſome perſon 
far better qualified for ſuch an under- 
taking. I hall, therefore, content 288 


7 See a Book entitled, Sur la en 5 


Jeſuits, and ſuppoſed to be written by M. D' 
Alembert, page 82. 
26 ſelf 


[ 183 1 
ſelf with conſidering and pointing out 
ſome part of the falſe reaſoning into 
which this writer has frequently fallen, 
during the courſe of his examination 


of the preface to the Confeſſional. 


But the reader will remember, that | 


have not engaged in this controverſy 
from any perſonal attachment to the 
reputed Authour of that celebrated 
performance, whom I have never ſeen, 
and from whom I have never received 
a ſingle letter; but merely from a 
deſire of ſupporting the cauſe of truth 


and the intereſt of the Proteſtant | 


religion. 


The Letter-writer begins his epiſtle, 
after a previous declaration of his 
candour towards his antagoniſt, with 


. laying 
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laying before the public the ſeveral 
declarations and ſubſcriptions, to which 
all clergymen are obliged to ſubmit at 
the time of their entering into holy 
orders. And then he adds,“ I preſume, 
e you will not ſay, that your book is 


t conſiſtent with theſe declarations.” 


And taking this matter for granted 
{tho ſurely ſome proof ought to have 


been brought in ſupport of it) he 


-proceeds in making a ſet of charitable 
ſuppoſitions in favour of the Authour 
of the Confeſſional. But for fear 
they ſhould have too great weight, 
ſome are added of a qualifying nature, 

which ſeem to intimate, that ſince 

that writer has thought fit to depart 
from the terms upon which he was 
admitted a miniſter of our Church, he 
1 ought 


1 ws Þ 
ought not to officiate i in that capacity 


any longer. This has often been the 
language of bigotry, and it is fo 


hackneyed as to be ſcarce worthy of 


an anſwer. But perhaps the Letter- 
writer did not conſider, that the pro- 
priety of impoſing articles in general, 
and the truth of any particular ſet of 
articles are queſtions widely different 
from each other. So diſtinct are they as 
not to have the leaſt connection. 
Nor does he ſeem to be ſenſible, that 
the agreement of any form of public 


worſhip with ſcripture, and the ex- 
pediency of that form are queſtions as 
different. 


I will not take upon myſelf to 
n that there is nothing in the 


Confeſſional, 
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Confeſtoual, contrary to the es 
of the Church of England. But ſurely 


* — — 


this charge ſhould have received ſome 
other ſupport than a bare aſſertion. 
All that I intend in this matter is to 
ſhew that, be our articles and pub- 
lic forms ever ſo agreeable to 
ſeripture, yet there may be ſufficient 
reaſons to propoſe the abolition of the 


one, and the amendment of the 


other. And ſurely there i is nothing i in 
any of our ſubſeri ptions and declara- 
tions to prevent us from making any 
propoſal of this kind. If there be, I do 
not ſee in what better condition we are, 
thanif wewere membersof the Church 
of Rome; for in this caſe error may be 
entailed upon us for ever without 


remedy : and without relief. 


But 


F xx | 


But with reſpect to ſubſcription in 
general, the friends of liberty urge, 
that it is an impoſition upon the 
common rights of Chriftians, and 
contrary to the firſt principles of the 
reformation: And, till this propoſition 
be proved to be falſe (which the 
Letter- writer has not attempted to do 
in his firſt epiſtle) I ſhall take the 
liberty of afferting that, be the articles 
impoſed ever ſo true, yet there is 
reaſon ſufficient for aboliſhing them. 


The offices of a Church may be 
alſo very conſiſtent with ſcripture, and 
yet many cogent reaſons may conſpire 
to evince the expediency of an altera- 


tion of them. th 
D The 


| 1 18 ] 

The end of all public worſhip is 
the purification of the human affec- 
tions, and the drawing of the mind 
from earthly, to the comtemplation 
f heavenly, objects. If a public 
| Liturgy do not anſwer theſe ends, be 
it ever fo agreeable to ſcripture, it 
becomes uſeleſs. But it cannot an- 

ſwer the end which it is deſigned 
to effect, if, inſtead of plainneſs and 
ſimplicity, it be full of obſcurity. 
| For it 18 impoſſible to pray with the 
ſpirit,” that is, with devotion, unleſs 
we pray with underſtanding alſo. 
A forme of worſhip full of dark meta- 
11 phyſical ſubtilities ſeems by no means 

e "inſpire men wick the 
divine and amiable ſpirit on the 
el. | 


1 3 
A Liturgy may alſo be very con- 
ſiſtent with ſcripture, and at the 
ſame time want to be reformed; I 
mean, if the language of it be growing 
barbarous and obſolete. This muſt 
in a ſhort time be the caſe of all 
Liturgies, that are compoſed at a 
period, when the language of the 
country wherein they are uſed, is 
juſt beginning to be poliſhed and re- 
fined. And, unleſs they in om“ 
meaſure partake of the fame 15 
proyement, it doey not pequire the 
Bite of prophecy te, diſcern, that they 
muſt become the objects of contempt 
and ridicule, inſtead of regard and 
reverence. And as all language is in 
a fluctuating condition, unleſs it be 
pr evented by a ſeries of miracles, 
: Ds * © "a 
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that was not vouchſafed to the ſcrip- 
Tures themfelves, it may at length, 
Ake that of the Church of Rome, 
become totally unintelligible to all 
but the ſacred order. The learned 
Prideauæ has made the ſame obſerva- 
tion, and applied it to the Liturgy of 


_ - the-Church of England. So we may 
Venture to aſſert;that:thiscircumftance 


_—_—— w — 


— 


as a ſufficient reaſon for propoſing a 
review of our public forms of deve- 
tion. | 


: Another reaſon * propoſing altera- 
tions is, that a Liturgy perfectly 
Feriptural may be ; compoſed of a num- 
ber of petitions, disjoined and un- 
connected; 3 it may alſo be of a length 
infupportably tedious ; it may have a 
number 


LL. 
number of repetitions, inſipid and 
unmeaning ; all which may induce 
a plain, honeſt man, whoſe head is 


not filled with a ſet of idle notions 
about Church authority, to be guilty 


of the ſin, never to be forgiven by 


Eccleſiaſties, viz. that of deſiring a 
few alterations. 


We can likewiſe aſſign a reaſon for 
amending a liturgy,-as well as altering 
articles of faith, that appears to be 
more forcible than any of the pre- 
ceeding: and this is, if they be ſo 
confined as to hinder men of learning 
and piety from ſubſcribing or making 
uſe of them. For ſurely there is ag 
one, at this time of day,who will dare 
O penly to declare h 


bigot, 


| 
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bigot, as to maintain the Ser of 


excluding all perſons from the miniſtry, 
be their abilities ever fo great, and 
their virtues ever ſo conſpicuous, that 


do notthink preciſely i in theſame man- 
ner with himſelf, 


— 


Now it appears that the Authour of 


the Confeſſional might have reaſons to 


induce him to propoſe a an alteration of 
ſome parts of our Liturgy, and a total a- 
bolition of our articles, and at the ſame | 
time, for any thing that appears to the 
contrary, be as firm a believer of the 


truth of them as the Letter-y writer him- 
ſelf. What occaſion then had he tq 


bring ſoinvidious a charge againſt that 
excellent writer. But the main argu- 


ment muſtat all events be „ii Hed, and at 
laſt 


8 1 


laſt a perſon is found fit to carry this 
noble project into execution. But I 
muſt take the liberty of informing our 


Letter- writer, that he is intirely miſ 
taken with regard to his own abilities. 
He ſeems indeed to be a perſon of 


pretty extenſive reading i in eccleſiaſti- 


* "y * 


cal hiſtory. But he will do well to 
conſider that the talents requiſite f for 
writing lives, and diſſercations upon 
the uſe of Syriac. verſions, and thoſe 
neceſſary for anſ wering ſuch a book as 
the Confeſſ 77 onal, are widely Giferent 
from each other, 2 ; 
But were this accuſation of prevari- 


cating really true, it would puzzle: a 1 
man to find out the peculiar obligation, 
under which the Authour of the Con- 
len lies to relign. his preſermpnt, 


if 


| 
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if he have any, or to lay aſide his 


office as a Clergyman « of the Church 


| of I, 
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11 is pretty generally known, that 


| the articles of our Church are Calvi- 
| niſtical Neither can it be denied, that 


che major part of the clergy are ſo far 
from being Calviniſts, that very few of 
them can bear to hear the principles of 


that great reformer, defended with 


any tolerable degree of patience. Do 


not tliey all then labour under the ſame 


heavy charge, which the Letter- writer 
would willingly throw upon the Au- 
thout of the Confaſional I believe 
there e are but few . who are not 
very well ſatisfied of the inſineerity of 
Arminian K But ſince this 

writer 


Oz * 


Iii £43 1 Tall b. 3 24 PrP 
writer — th ought 2 in. his. ſe- 
condLetter,ngt only.to denythe charge, 
hut is even {o hardy 38 to affes 
the articles of our Church were in- 
tended to exclude the calviniſts, Ifind 


myſelf undgr the, neceſſity of proving. 


the contrary, Hard. caſe. indeed! to h 
obliged to have recourſe to any argu» 

ments in ſupport of a matter fo plain, 
| as never before to have been made the 
ſubject. of diſpute. But there is nothing 
9 falſe or ridiculous that men will not 
maintain, when. they undentake to de · 
fend a cauſe that cannot be: ſupported, 


but, upon principles chat are ſubuerſive 


of the very foundations of virtue. 
Great pity it is that be did not live in 
the days of Laud. Certainly he could 
not have failed of receiving his reward. 

E 5 And 


that, 
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And 1 would bad lavel the armini- 


ans 4 Heat deal bf necdleſs pains that 
were take hy tler, in titer” to prove 
of articles to be Arülelks bf pæaee ant 


. „5 100 10 25057 5 
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b- G0 The Letter-WII ter then, 5 is e584 
Eiter, ata lite tir b doe "of fe. 


| dRination is maintained $i the articles 


en 


of the Church of England.” But, it 


FeEm! 8, he denies thdt abſolüte predeſti- 


Z nation Is any part of ber Rice "Now ow 


any predeftination that i is not abſolute 


Kloß redeſtination at all. £ But let us 


(ee 85 the articles ste I 40 for 
thertſelves. T he XVII por article defines 
Pfedeſtination 3 in ALS! manner: Pre 


By definatinn” is the everlaſting purpoſe 


cer wee 5 before, rhe e foundations 
Sabi 5 I ug 


6 
> 3 
To 


C (3%, 

0 guiftulrovs ns $2 10714 IF abo gaids 
S69þ4he Mar laure laid be: hath iG 
©. faithndecreed Hobi itcunſel, ſecret 
to ut, tordelaver from itiunſeanmiilam- 
if mation bye ] be hits algen In 
4 Chriſt i on uf <mankinds und t bring 
5 ;bem by Chriſtizo; everlaſtinge/aloarion, 
at vefſelsnade io ponbur And then 
the article goes on to ĩmormꝰus of the 
vocation and ſahckification of theele&. 
But we are /inf6rmed>by! kh Letter 
writer; rbhat ub rhe edgbinariim be 
-exprofſed fir. atze iartiehe, yet it does 
not determine whither' the' foreknowledge 
faith and bbedieſce be prior to the 
Jdecree or ſubſequentv$0it. This feaſdn- 
ing may to ſome: appear plauſible at 
firſt ſighti- Bus it happens a little un- 
fortunately/ that xe article affirms the 
decree to be everlaſting; and that any 
2 2 thing 
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1 can \ be prior dn an everlaſting 
Aeeree; a8 40 ne 4 kind ef parodox, 
But let us ſuppoſe what our Letter- 
| -writer:.is Willing to-take'for. granted, 

vir. that the, deereexs:30 Feronfidered'ts 

| 8 0anſequence of the fare inawlddge of our 
| Jeith and obedience 3:1 am afraid, even 
this conceſſon will, be of very little 
ſtriice 0 bim . Fot to: ſeti aſide the 
belief of an arbitrary choice of the elect, 
we muſt ſuppoſe wich; the Arminians 
that. faith and obedience. are in ſame 
| degree, at leaſt, in gur o povier.And | 
| this ſeems to be the opinion of the 
| Letter: writer. But the Xth article 
affirms, that we baue nne free will todo 
| good, or even to turnia a faith and calling 
| &fon God, And the XIIIch affirms, that 
13 * werks done, In ine are in an un- 


ergener te 


15 29, 1 

regenerate fate, are 1 far from being 

pleaſing” 70 'G od, Hat they have the na- 
ture of fin, and ao not even make 1 men 

mes ki fo re 155 42 or r deſerve the 


penis arbitrary, a0 not to be 1 re- 
duesd to the narrow rules of human 
morality; For ſince it i "declared ir in the 
XVIIth article, that ſome are choſen, 
and others in a ſtate of deſi peration 3 5 
and fince the other a rticles 01 which 


we 3 have taken © notice; declare that | 


#62 


we can do nothing towards 8 the obtain- 


ing of thoſe” graces, which are the 


cauſe K our r Talvation 3 ; Tti is 'manifelt, 
that © whether the decree were made 


upon account of the graces, with which 
The regenerate we endowed, or U whether 


od e N Q! Nl 5 dN the | 
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'th hey, are chdown ed with ſuch grages.and 


PQQ YE 


; "virtues by reaſc on of q the decree, the 
falvation of ſome, and the d amnation 


ol others, n Te ppoonthe 
cod pleaſure of the fame Being, and 


te . 
are not; ;at lealt i in our own. power; and 
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conſequent] y. are, properly ſpeaking, ab- 


1 au 10 29101 
4 Hin ang unconditioned, Qply it is 


rather more. philoſophical to ſuppoſe, 


that an inte telligent Being would, adorn 


PINES 


; and be A utifyaz piece of | work becauſe he 


had c hoſen. it, than to believe, that he = 


Try 16190: 21 


made choice of i it hee he . 
to adorn it. But jt it is eaſy to perceiye 


8 lr 


that the Letter-writer is entirely unac- 


CITES? e Ci 


quainted v with the diſpute ; 31 for he | tells 
us, if a any 0 one argue, that 76 Be be fed, 
laue as he will he [ball be ſaved; ; and if f 


.f A 


bs reprobated, not vi landing any good 


Jorks he ſball be certainly damned,this is 
a fatali{m 


L 3¹ 


1 fataliſ condemned iu 4 article. Now 
1 muſt take the liberty of informing, 


him, that this reaſoni ng. 1s neither more 


nor le leſs than do ownright nonſenſe: : And 
Lam convinced t that if a boy of four- 


teen, years. of age; in any. of the Scotch, 
Univerſities, where. this ſu bje& i is often. 


110 


debated, were to make uſe of ſuch an, 
argument, he would be hiſſed out of 
the public bonds. For how, in the 
name of common ſenſe, canja believer 
in 'Predeſtination, as, ſet. forth in the 
articles, argue that if. he be -reprobated, = 
he ſhall be certainly damned, notwith 
ſanding any good, works he may per-. | 
Re when he believes, and is taught 
ur Church, that it is impoſſible 

— 4 to do any. good. works, unleſs. | 

ir Ki by. the ſpirit « of God, which i is ö 


4; 3147 given 


"as 


A 


* on) to the elect 7 Or, 07 IY 
| be reaſon” with Himſelf; that it h act 
| predeffitatct, tive ke wilt, He! ae 


faved, When the 19Hh | articl age E 


affirms, that if he be predeſtinat ed, 25 


confaghently walks oo igroufly ©: i PR | 


i wor Le. 71 But ir is bf mpöfllbk t © rea "= 


with a man 0 very ignorant of the i na. 


| ture of the © ape 
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2 che argument be bile s out ” 


the nſitutes of a CBriflian 4 5 to lhew 
that the reformers: held Free willy "he 


miglit with equal propriety be Hat 
rechurke'to the Tad. Bor his WR 
contains directions about praying for 
the forls of the dead, the feven fieras 
ments, and many other curious matters 


af cho Me nature. But are aby "of 
EOS. 45 theſe 


25 


C 
theſe articles part of the doctrine of the 
Church of England ? If they be not, 
with what propriety does our Letter- 
writer refer us to ſuch a book for an 
account of the opinions of the compilers 
of our articles? It is very well known 
from the publication of that work, to 
the final eſtabliſhment of our Church 
under Queen Elizabeth, the ſentiments 
of the reformers underwent many va- 
riations. Nor have we any ſtandard 
to judge of them, ſo proper as our arti- 
cles and Liturgy. | 

The ſame objection may be made to. 
the authority of the Reformatio Legum: 
Ecclefiafticarum, and likewiſe this ad- 


ditional one, that it was compiled only: | 


by a few private perſons, and never 
received the ſanction of public aut1o- 
F -- TR 
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rity. But the producing of the paſſage 
he cites from that work, to ſhew that 
the XVIIth article is inconſiſtent with 
the docti ine of abſolute predeſtination, 
only ſerves to convince me of what I 
obſerved before ; that the Letter- 
writer knowsnothing about the nature 
of the controverſy ; for there is no 
fataliſt that would refuſe his aſſent to 
it. But it would really be miſpend- 
ing one's time, to diſpute with a inan 
who pretends to calls in queſtion a 
matter ſo clear, and confirmed by all 
the writers, that lived at the time when 
the articles were eſtabliſhed, and for 
many years afterwards. But what has 
been already urged upon this ſubject 
is ſufficient to ſhew, that predeſtina- 
tion abſolute and unconditioned 1s the 
| | dodrine 


ST 


doctrine ſet forth by our Church. And 
therefore the Letter-writer | being a 
profeſſed Arminian muſt be guilty of 
prevarication in ſubſcribing the articles, 
which declare that man has no free 
will nor can do any thing towards 
bringing about his converſion, or that 
can make him meet to receive grace for 
his conver ion, which muſt depend 
ſolely upon the good pleaſure of that 
God, who doth what he ſees fit, un- 
controuled by the narrow laws of hu- 
man reaſon, both in the armies of 
Heaven and among the inhabitants of 
the Earth, 

There are alſo many other ſenti- 
ments both in the Articles and Liturgy 


of our r Church, which differ very much 
F 2 from 


* 


T0 

from the received opinions that are 
8 entertained by the far greater part of 
the clergy. So that if theLetter-writer's 
felencing ſcheme were to take place, 

I fear that not only the Authour of 

the Confeſſional, but almoſt every clergy- 

man in the Church, would be obliged 
to feek out for ſome other employ- 
ment: And among the reſt the 
Lefter-writer himſef. We may there- 
fore venture to aſſert, that if there be 
any thing in the Confeſſional contrary 
to our articles or Liturgy, the obliga- 
tion of laying aſide the profeſſion of a 
clergyman affects the Authour of that 
work, no more than it does many,who 
at this very day hold ſome of the 
proateſt pieces of preferment in the 
kingdom. 


I know 


I „ 


I know the common cant is, that no 
one has a right to be maintained by a 
Church, unleſs he pay an implicit obe- 
dience to the governors of that Church, 
But, this reaſoning when it comes to 
be applied to the caſe before us, is 
_ abſolutely falſe ; and for this plain rea- 
ſon, becauſe no clergyman of the 
Church of England is maintained by 
the Church, but by the ſtate. The | 
great Selden has clearly proved the 
abſurdity of imagining tithes to depend 
-upon a divine right. And the frequent 
alteration of tithes and Church lands, 
ſhew what ſentiments have ever been 
entertained by the Legiſlature about 
this affair. It is then apparent, that 
the only title which Churchmen have 
to the profits of their benefices, is 

| derived | 


TW] 
derived from no other ſource, nor built 
upon any other foundation than the 


laws of the land. And every Clergy- 


man has a right to the temporal.t es of 
his patiſb, till ſuch times as his tem- 
poral ſuperiors think proper to deprive 
him of them. But it is well known 
how little they are incline to ſupport 
the cauſe of perſecution. When the 
bill for impoſing ſubſcription was firſt 
propoſed, it was intirely rejected: Af- 
terwards, upon the repeated clamour 
of the Clergy it paſſed the two houſes 
of Parliament and received the Royal 
afſent. And the ſame means that were 
uſed for extorting it originally, have 
ever ſince been applied to preſerve the 
continuance of it, But were the ſub- 
ſcription required in no other terms, 
but 


( 398 1] 
but thoſe expreſſed in the act, which was 
made for the impoſing of it, the cauſe 
of ſlavery would receive very little be- 
nefit from this law, From henee we 
may learn ſomewhat concerning the 

ntentions of the Legiſlature in regard 
to this affair. It is the general prac- 
tiſe of Parliament, when a law is en- 
tirely perverted, or univerſally miſun- 
derſtood, to explain and enforce it by 
ſome ſubſequent act. Now this being 
the caſe, had the Legiſlature ever in- 
tended to lay any reſtraint upon the 
rights of private jud gment, it is hardly 
to be ſuppoſed, that they would per- 
mit the popiſh doctrine of the freedom 
of the will, and the ſhocking conſe- 
quences that flow from it, to be | 
preached and publicly defended, and 
that 


E 


that by the governours and guardians 
of our Church, with inpunity. The 
Arian ſcheme, dangerous as it is, tends 
only to deſtroy a particular article of 
revelation; but Arminianiſm has a ten- 
dency far more pernicious, to ſhake 
the very foundations of religion, and 
introduce atheiſm itſelf. 

Far be it from me tocharge every Armi- 
nian with the conſequences of is princi- 
ples. Ihave only brought this argument 
to ſhew the intention of the Legiſſa- 
ture, Which however it condeſcended 
(undoubtedly for ſufficient reaſons) to 
put an end to the clamour of a ſet of 
bigotted prieſts, yet never deſigned to 
do any thing to the prejudice of 
Chriſtian liberty. Were it then only 
from a principle of gratitude to our 

temporal 
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temporal ſuperiors, it behoves the 
Authour of the Confeſſional, and every 
friend of religious liberty to retain the 
preferment that he enjoys by their 
bounty; to go on in defending the great 
cauſe, in which he hath imbarked, and 
to lay open to the world the deſtructive 
ſchemes of a few mercenary and 
worldly Churchmen. I ſhall, therefore, 
take the liberty of addreſſing the 
Authour of that excellent performance, 
in the words made uſe of by Cicero 
upon a ſimilar occaſion. Perge igitur, 
ut ag's, 1,00engue tutm commenda - 
mortalitati atque hac omnia guæ 
habent ſpeciem gloriæ, collecta inam= 
fimis ſplendoris inſinibus, contemne; 
brevia, fugacia, caduca exiſtima: Ve- 
rum decus in vertute poſitum eff, 
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gn? Maxime Muftratur magni: in rei- 
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TH 


Upon the whole, I think the reader 
will” clearly ſee; / that the Letter- writer 
bas not produced any thing in ſupport 
4 of his charge; that the Authour of 
i the Confeſſional has, by the publication 
1 of that work, any way violated his ſub- 
þ ſeription; and till that is done, we may 


* * 17 * - 
I conclude this accuſation to be falſe, 


| ill grounded, and deſigned to blind the 
eyes of the public. And in the next 
place, were that really the caſe, yet he 
is under no obligation to diveſt himſelf 
of the character of a Miniſter of our 
Ohurch; or at lea, he is not under 
| - {ronger obligation to act in this 
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manner, 
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manner, than the greater part of the 
Clergy now officiating therein. 
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The next thing in this letter, that 


occurs worthy of our con ſideration, is 


what the writer has to ſay about farv- 
ing Inquijitions, the very exiſtence of 


which he ſeems to call in queſtion, 


But his obſervations upon this ſubje& 


breath the ſame ſpirit with the reſt of 
his performance. He tells us, that 
ſuch as diſapprove of the Articles of 
our Church, have early warning, for 
the moſt part, to chuſe ſome other 
way of life. But, I would ajk every one 
not quite void of common ſenſe, whether 
a young man of the age of four and 
twenty be ſufficiently qualified to 
judge of the truth or falſhood of fo 
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many metaphyſical, abſtruſe points, as 


are propoſed in the thirty- nine Articles. 
And even if he were qualified, and, in 
conſequence of the judgment he formed, 
thought proper to withold his aſſent 
from ſome of them, to what way of 
life could he betake himſelf, after 
ſpending the time of his youth, and 
ſinking, perhaps, his whole fortune in 
qualifying himfelf for the miniſtry ? 
Indeed, St. Paul informs us, that they 
who preach the Goſpel, ought to live by 
the Goſpel. But the Letter-writer 
ſeems to be of opinion, that to be 
entitled to ſuch a maintainance, a man 


is obliged, not only to preach the 
Gofpel, but to underſtand all the moſt 
difficult queſtions that have ever been 
agitated in religion or morality. But, 

ſuppoſe 


Fs 1 


ſuppoſe we were to admit, that a per- 
ſon, when he takes orders, has no 
doubt concerning the truth of any of 
the Articles, in what ſtudies is he to 
_ employ himſelf afterwards ? Ought he 


to ſhut up his Bible, and not peruſe it 


any more ? But if he continue in the 
proſecution of his ſtudies, and in a 
courſe of time ſhould happen to find, 


that the Compilers of our Articles were 


fallible men, and miſtaken in ſome of 
their ex plications of the ſcripture, what 
is he to do in conſequence of this diſ- 
covery ? Should he betake himſelf to 
work upon the high ways ? But what 


if he be advanced in years, and obliged || 
to provide not only for himſelf, but a 


numerous family ? In this caſe, let 
there be a man in poſſeſſion of ample 


preferment, 
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preferment, a confi derable living, a 
prebend in a Cathedral Church ; let 


him alſo have before him, all the re- 
1 wards that are uſually given to merce- 


nary hicelings, to engage them in t 10 
defence of ſſavery and oppreſſion ; I | 
would aſk him, whether aſter NE a 
k N repreſentation, he can ſtill continue to 


4 plead ſo wretched a cauſe, unmoved by 
the dictates of conſcience or kumanity? 


We are acquainted, that perſons diſ- 
affected to the Church of England, as 
l it now ſtands, may not get preferment 
ſo eaſily as others : That is in plain 
ii terms, the good things of the Church 
are not to be given to any, that call i in 
| queſtion Church authority. But as far as 


4 the cg, hy are concerned} in the diſpoſal 
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of preferment, (many of whom apply 
the name of Church to their own 
body, in oppoſition. to the Catholic 
definition that is given of this term in 
the Articles) he might have ſpared him- 
ſelf the pains of informing the world, 


of a circumſtance with which they 


were very well acquainted beſore. 


The Clergy in every age, from the time 
Chriſtianity became an eſtabliſhed reli- 
gion, have given all the oppoſition in 
their power to the defenders of the 
common rights of mankind. And 
where the ſtate does not permit them 
to hang and burn, they are contented 
with the milder pyniſhment of ſtarving 
ſuch, as preſume to diſpute their ſove- 
reign authority, Nor have we any rea- 
ſon, ee ah we reflect upon ſome 

late 
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hte proceedings, to imagine they are 
becomeleſstenaciousof their accuſtomed 
priviledges. But, happily for the {ricnds 
of liberty, great part of the eccleſiaſtical 


preferments in this kingtlom is in the 


hands of laymen, who are not ſo imme- 


diately intereſted in militating againſt 


bm the truth of the Goſpel. 


The Letter-writer ſeems to take it a- 
miſs, that the Authour of theC onbeſſional 
ſhould wiſh to relieve the ſcruples of 
conſciencious Diſſenters. But this is 
an error, into which I believe he is not 
yery likely to fall. What he urges 


upon this ſubject is ſhort, but ſuſicient 


to convince the world, that he would 


not give his vote in favour of any c n- 


ceſſions, be they ever ſo reaſonable. 
He 


[ 49 4 
He ſays the Diſſenters would not now 
acquieſce in ſuch, as they ſeemed for- 
merly to demand ; and that many of 
the alterations required by them at 
preſent, are ſuch, as we cannot make 
without fin ; and if they were made, 
more of our own people would leave 
us, than ve ſhould gain from them. 
But I ſhould be glad to be informed 
where the fin would be, were we to 
render 'our Public forms more general, 


and to reduce them to a greater de- 


gree of ſimplicity? Can any one be 
ſo ſtupid as to imagine, that O God 
the Father of Heaven, is a petition, 
that carries with it the idea of ſin, were 
it to be ſeparated from the ſubſequent 
one, of, O Holy, bieſſea, and glorious 
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Trinity, If ſimplicity of worſhip be 
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aſfin, I know of no greater ſinner than 
our Saviour, and the primitive 
__ Chriſtians, Let him prove, that they 
admitted any of theſe metaphyſical 
ſubtilties into their offices, and then 
he will have ſome reaſon tor aſſerting, 
that no alteration can take place in 
our forms without ſin. With regard 
| | to the other part of his aſſertion, Dix. 
j that we ſhould by ſuch alterations loſe 
F more from our communion, than 
. would be gained from the Diſſenters, 
it s ſo notorious a falſhood, as ſcarcely 


= OR 
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ö to deſerve a ſerious refutation. Does 
| the open contempt which 1s ſhewn at 


| Ul the repeating many parts of the ſervice, 
and particularly the Athanaſian creed, 
ſhew any averſion in the Laity to liſten 
Da a reformation, But it has always 
been 


19] 


been the cuſtom of ſlaves to Church 


authority, to repreſent the Laity as a 
parcel of obſtinate fools. Whereas 
daily experience ſhews us, that they 
deſire nothing more than to ſee the 
Church reformed, and the Clergy 
obliged to live agreeably c their pro- 
feſſlons as miniſters of the Goſpel. 
ihe Authour of the Coſeſſſonal is 
of opinion, that ſome regard ſhould be 
ſhewn to the neceſſities of our own 
people ; and that in the room of the 
preſent, ſome more animated and in- 
telligible forms of devotion ought to 
be ſubſtituted. And where would be the 


harm, if this propoſal were to take place? 


But this Writer ſeems to think, that it 
would be impoſſible to make a form 


more animated, or more intelligible, 
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unleſs we were to exclude the peculiar | 
doctrines of the Goſpel. As to the 


firſt part of this aſſertion, I can only 
_ anſwer, that this is merely a matter of 
taſte ; and if a man will contend, that 


the poetry of Sternbold and Hopkins 
be ſuperior to that of Dryden or 
Milton, 1 can do nothing more, than 
pity his want of judgment. But with 
regard to the other part, that it is im- 
poſſible to make a more intelligible 


form, unleſs we were to exclude the 


peculiar doctrines of the Goſpel, it 
muſt be anſwered by another queſtion: 
viz, Whether the peculiar doctrines 
of the Goſpel confiſt in metaphyſical 


Jargon, and curſing and damning all 


who differ from us? And if this be 


the caſe, we deſire to know, where the 
peculiar 


[ - 53 "I 
peculiar doctrines of the Goſpel were 
in the three firſt centuries? A man of 
a truly benevolent and catholic ſpirit, 
can imagine to himſelf a form, wherein 
all rational Chriſtians can join in offer- 
ing up their petitions toGod, without 
expreſſing their own peculiar ſenti- 
ments, which ought never to be made 
the ſubje& of public worſhip. But 
evident as this truth is, I do not won- 
der that a narrow minded Bigot, who 
has always been accuſtomed to view 
things of this nature through the me- 
dium of eſtabliſhed confeſſions, ſhould 
not readily perceive the force of it. 
But to enable him to be more upon his 
guard, whenever he be diſpoſed to offer 
his crudities to the world again, I will 
ſet before him a matter of fact, that 


may 
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may ſerve to convince him of the abſur- 


dity of opinions taken up at random. 


And that is, there are ſeveral congre- 


gations in this kingdom, among the 


proteſtant Diſſenters, that make uſe of 
a Liturgy compoſed upon ſuch catholic 
principles, that I believe bigotry itſelf 
would not ſcruple to join in it. The ſe- 
veral members of theſe congregations are 
what the world calls Arians, Socinians, 
Arminians, and twenty more different 
ſects, who all unite in offering up their 
prayers to Almighty God, according to 
the common principles of Chriſtianity, 
and live in the greateſt peace and har- 
mony with each other. 


Indeed the poſſibility of introducing 


ſuch a Liturgy among them was very 
much 


US —- 
much diſputed. At length by the re- 
| | ſolution of a few worthy miniſters, it 
| is introduced into ſeveral places. Net- 
ther has the introduction of it produ- 


ced any inconveniences, as far as Thave 


been able to learn, except a little op- 
poſition from the quarter from whence 
all attemptsto reform, are ſure to meet 


with diſcouragement in every deno- 
mination; I mean from a few in- 
conſiderable bigots of their own 
preachers.“ 


The 


I muſt here except the late learned Doctor 
Taylor, who was the only man of any cor ſequence, 
that publicly oppoſed the introduction of a Liturgy || 
among the Diſſenters. But when it is remembered, | 
that the treatiſe he compoſed upon that ſubj<&, was [ 
written by him in his laſt illneſs, and publiſhed after 
his death, it muſt have leſs weight with intelligent 


readers, than the work of ſo able a writer would i 
Otherwiſe have. 


—— 


E 
The Letter- writer tells us, that there 
are myſteries in natural, as well as re- 
vealed Religion. But ſurely the very 
exiſtence of myſteries is a ſufficient 


Teaſon againft our attempting to ex- 


plain them. And whatever myſteries 
are revealed in the Goſpel, it becomes 


us to receive in the language of ſcrip- 
ture, and not to put our own fanciful 


expoſitions upon them. As to the 


myſteries of natural Religion, to me it 


appears all a myſtery; for J know of 
no natural Religion, nor of any real 
Religion, but what is contained in the 


Goſpel. And I believe any one, that 


is converſant in the works of Mar per- 
tuis, Buffon, Robinet, and ſome late 


writers, will be inclincd to think, 


that moſt of the boaſted demonſtra- 
tions 


. . 9 een nr 


BE. 

tionsof the moral attributes of the diety, 
ſtand upon a very ſandy founda- 
tion. And this circumſtance ſhould 
be an additional motive, to induce'the 
miniſters of the Goſpel, to remove 
every obſtacle to its being propogated 
throughout the world. 


In the next place, he proceeds to 
diſcover ſome reſentment againſt the 
Authour of the Confeſſional, for affirm- 
ing that the backwardneſs of Church- 
men in receiving propoſals of alterati- 
ons, will appear to thinking men ſome- 
thing like a combination, to adhere to 
the eſtabiliſhed ſyſtem, for ſome poli- 
tical purpoſes not fit to be owned, 
But I can aſſure him, that worthy 
writer is not ſingular in his judgment, 

I for 
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LT 
for all the world is of the ſame opini- 


on. For, whence can it proceed, un- 


leſs it be from infidelity diſguiſed un- 


der the cloak of Religon, that notwith- 
Rand ing many of our Articles and forms 
haye long been given up as indefenſible, 


yet no public attempt has been made, to 
convince the world, that the Clergy 
are ſincere in their deſires, to reduce 


them to their primitive plainneſs and 


ſimplicity. A certain nobleman that 
lived at the veſt end of the town, as 
remarkable for the brilliancy of his 


wit, as the ſoundneſs of his judgment, 
was of opinion, that a man might per- 


form all the functions of a pariſh Prieſt, 
with the moſt exact punctuality; and at 
the ſame time not believe a ſyllable of 


Chriſtianity. God grant, that this may 
not 


1 
not be the caſe with many 1 our time 
ſerving divines, X | 


But we are informed, that the Go- 


vernment might not chuſe to enter 


upon a plan of reforming, But before 
we draw this concluſion, let the lead- 


ing men among the Clergy begin with 


making a modeſt, but earneſt applica- 
tion to Parliament, ſetting forth the 
difficulties under which they labour, 
and the injury the proteſtant Religion 
daily receives from Conſeſſions of 
Faith impoſed by human authority, 
and let them petition to be relieved 
from them. And ſhould their requeſt 
be refuſed (which is not very probable) 
let them unite in openly proteſting 
againſt extending the ſubſcription to 

12 1 
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any Articles, but thoſe that concern 
the true Confeſſion of the Chriſtian 
Faith, and the due Adminiſtration of 
the Sacraments. 


When they have ſo done, the world 
We will be inclined to believe that they 
are in earneſt in their endeavours to 


promote Religion. But if we take an 
attentive view of the ſtate of the times, 
we ſhall find no reaſon to ſuppoſe, that 
the Great Council of the Nation would 
reject any attempts to reform the 
Church, eſpecially if ſuch propoſals 
were ſeconded by any number of the 


Clergy. Perhaps the only reaſon, that 


has prevented our Repreſentatives from 
taking this matter in hand before, 1s 


an unjuſt apprehenſion of the power 
of 


( 61 ] 

of the Clergy, and their influence over 
the minds of the Laity: And being 
very well convinced, how much averſe 
that order is to all reformations, they || 
have been afraid of the clamour that 
would be raiſed by them, were ſuch 
a thing to be attempted, But this is 


2 miſtake which cannot laſt for ever. | 
We do not live in the days of Sacheve- | 
rel: Nor would the ſtale trick of raiſ- 
ing a cry that the Church is in danger, 
be now of the leaſt ſervice. But ſhould 
the Laity once begin a reformation of 


eee EY ons 477770 oat, 


their own accord, they will reform, I 


believe, to ſome purpoſe. A diſpoſiti- 
on of this ſort is beginning to ſhew 
itſelf in Ireland, The non-reſidence 
of the Clergy has been publicly ani- 
madverted upon in the Houſe of Com- 

mons 


15268: J 


mons of that Kingdom. And it would 


be paying no great compliment to the 


members of a Britiſh Parliament to 
ſuppoſe, that they will ſuffer them- 
ſelves to be düttlone in endeavours to 


ſerve the public by the Parliament of 
another Nation, c 55 


But perhaps, when the Letter- writer 
Is talking about our temporal Go- 
vernours, he means the prime Miniſter 
of ſtate, If that be the caſe, I ſhall be 
ready to admit, that it is an affair, 
which will greatly depend upon the 


| character of the man, who is in that 


high ſtation. There is no doubt, but 


that there are in the world, Atheiſtical 
miniſters of ſtate as well as Atheiſ- 
tical Prelates: Men that have no regard 


for 


4 
for Religion, their Country, or any 
thing truly valuable, but merely as far 
as it is conſiſtent with their own pri- 
vate intereſt. To ſuch perſons, the 
character, Vendidit hic auro patriam, 


dominumque potentems impoſuit, may be 


But what is this to the 


juſtly applied. 
purpoſe? I believe there is no prime 
Miniſter, ſo blind to his own intereſt, 
as to oppoſe the whole body of the 
Clergy, ſeconded by a conſiderable 
number of the Laity, however they 
might endeavour to repreſs the firſt 
attempt. Even Nicheleu (Atheiſt as 


he was) would not, I imagine, have 


continued to perſecute the French Pro- 
teſtants, had -he not thought it to have 
been agreeable to the popiſh Clergy. 
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Ihe Letter-writer, it ſeems, is very 
much diſpleaſcd, that the Clergy ſhould 
be blamed for not attempting to make 
alterations; eſpecially when their lives 
are ſpent 71 teaching and hpractiſing the 
Proteſtant dottrimes. Surely, if an honeſt 
 Mahometan was to meet with this 


paſſage, and at the ſame time to take a 

view of the lives of many of the Clergy, 

he would entertain an odd opinion 
of the nature of the Proteſtant doctrines. 

If the Proteſtant doctrines conſiſt 
in attending upon Noblemens livies, in 
frequenting all the carding Aſſemblies 

within reach, in being immerſed in a 
continued ſcence of folly and diſſipation, 
and in be ing often engaged in the baſe, 
and infamous ſcheme, of ruining the 

liberties of their country, by becoming 
Agents 


E 


Agents at our Elections: It muſt then 


be confeſſed that the lives of many 


of them are uniformly ſpent in the 
practice of the Proteſtant doctrines. 
And it is no way wonderful that ſuch 
kind of men ſhould prefer darkneſs to 
light. But no one can aſſign a reaſon, 
why thoſe perſons, whoſe livesare con- 
formable to the Goſpel, ſhould have 
any objection to a free examination of 
any Articles of 1 aith : Tor the love of li- 
berty, and the love of virtue are inſe- 


parable from each other. 


But we are aſked; what liberty we 


mean ? And the Authour of the Con- 
ſeſſional is very politely told, that 
Merogate might furniſh ſuch ſolicitors 


in the cauſe of freedom. Now, really, 
E I have 
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1 have not the honour of being ac- 


quainted with any of the Newgate 
ſolicitors : Neither do I care for what 


liberty they would plead. It the Let- 


ter-writer keeps better company than 
myſelf, the greater is my misfortune. 
But from all that I can learn, the Au- 
thour of the Confeſſional only defires, 
that a proper diſtinction be made be- 
tween the two Governments, feampo- 
ral and ſpiritual, And I dare lay, he 
will at all times ſhew himſelf ready 
to render to Ce/ar the things that are 
Cz/ar's, as well as he is, to render to 
God the things that are God's. And 
this is the liberty that we claim: A 
liberty, no greater than that, which 
was left us by the founder of our faith; 


and 


WA. 
and in which weare by the Apoſtle 
exhorted to ſtand free. And whether 
this liberty be not a neceſſary conſe- 
quence of the principles of the refor- 
mation, is the ſubject of the preſent 
diſpute, 


As I profeſſed at the beginning of 
theſe Remarks, to haye nothing to do 
with any of the charges of miſquota- 
tion, brought by the Letter-writer 
againſt theAuthour of the Confeſſional, 


and fince all his general arguments 


have been particularly conſidered, I 
might now put an end to the diſpute 
between us : For the remaining part 
of his letter relates to matters which 


do not any way concern the public. 


However, he has made one or two ob- 
K'2 ſervations 
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1 ſervations more, that are too extraordi- 

nnary to be paſſed over in ſilence. 

bf In the courſe of that admirable per- 
formance, the Authour of the Confe/- 
fronal has made ſome reflections upon 

Ward's treatment of Doctor Whitby. 
It ſeems in a book publiſhed by the 
Doctor, entitled, The Proteflant 
Reconciler, he had defended cer- 


tain propoſitions, which, one would 


have thought, were very innocent in 


| i themſelves, and perfectly agreeable 


| with the genius and ſpirit of the Goſ- 


pel. But they happened to be written 
at a time, when the good Biſhops, had 
they been heartily aſſiſted by the ſtate, 
0 would have hanged and burned every 
| j Diflenter in the kingdom. Ward 
„ upon this, in a very arbitrary manner 


obliged 


1 
obliged Whitby, to fign a recantation 
of the doctrines contained in theſe pro- 
poſitions. The obſervation which the 
Letter-writer makes upon this affair, 
is, that if the reſt of them were like 
thoſe two, which are produced by the 
Authour of the Confeſſional, the Doctor 
had no great hardſhip done him. For, 
lays he, hey are ſo incautiouſiy expreſſed, 
that one of them is in terms, and the 


other by conſequence, inconſiſtent with 


making an act of Parliament, or a by- 


law of a corporation, about any common 


matter. Of all the fooliſh defences 


of oppreſſion that were ever offered to 
the public, this is the moſt ridiculous. 
Suppoſe the Doctor's arguments had 
extended ſomewhat farther, and had 
even tended to ſhew the unlawfulneſs 


of 
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„ 
of the very exiſtence both of Parlia- 
ments and Corporations, or any thing 
elſe equally erroneous. The law was 
open: The Civil magiſtrate might 
have taken notice of it. But what 
have Biſhops to do with ſuch matters? 
Indeed Bonner often uſed to amuſe 
himſelf with torturin g Hereticks. But! 
was never of opinion, that it was a 
proper employment for a Proteſtant 
Biſhop, to become both Judge and 


Executioner of the law. 


But the reader will obſerve, that a 
myſtery is contained under this ſa ge 
obſervation, and, foreign as it may ſeem 
to the purpoſe, it is not entirely with- 
out a meaning. Whoever has heard of a 


cruel and infamous piece of Eccleſiaſti- 
cal 


( FE 
cal oppreſſion, that was exerciſed in a 
ſimiliar caſe, even in theſe days of free 
inquiry, will not be altogether ignorant 
of the Letter-writer's intentions. 
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In the 66th page of this Letter, ve 
are informed, zhat Clergymen are fo 
far from being fond of a ſacramental 
reſt, that they would be very glad of 
any other eſfectual ſecurity in its place. 
Very condeſcending truly | But a 2%, 
it ſeems, they muſt have, of ſome kind 
or other. But I ſhould be glad to 
know, what they have to do in the 
affair; Suppoſe the Parliament thought 
Religion equally, or more ſecure with- 
out a teſt, what would be the conſe- 
quence ? Would it give the Clergy a 
right to blow the trumpet of ſedition, 


and 


I 3 1 


and raiſe a clamour that the Church 
bit was in danger? But let us grant that a 


i FTeſt be ever fo neceſſary; for a Clergy- 
man to appear in the ſupport of ſuch 


a meaſure, argues more of the ſangui- 


nary ſpirit of an Inquiſitor, than of the 
benevolent temper of a Miniſter of 


Feſus Chriſt. 


To convince both the Letter- 
writer, and the World, that I have no 
bother attachment to the Authour of 
| the Com feſſional, than as far as he ſhews 
himſelf a defender of the principles 
of liberty; I ſhall take this opportu- 


nnity of declaring an opinion, wherein 


| 1 materially differ from him. And 
that relates to the toleration of the 
„ Papiſts. For notwithſtanding all their 
= ſuperſtion, 


1 
{uperſtition, I would give my con- 
ſent to che repealing of every law 
now in force againſt them. And as 
a citizen of the world, I heartily 
wiſh, that they may feel the bleſ⸗ 
ſed conſequences of removing every 
impediment to the progreſs of true 
Chriſtianity. But I cannot help think- 
ing, the Letter- writer lies under a very 
great miſtake in imagining, that we 
can form any judgment of the num- 
ber of Papiſts, from the late accounts 
that have been taken of them. A 
variety of circumſtances contribute to 
render ſuch an account, eſpecially in 
the City of London very uncertain. In 
many places, the maſters of families re- 
fuſed to give any account of the Reli- 


gion of their lodgers. In other parts, 
L the 


1 


the accounts they gave were very im- 


perfect and unſatisfactory; and in ſome 


they were totally unacquainted whether 
any Religion were profeſſed by their 


domeſtics. There is alſo reaſon to be- 


lieve, that many of the Clergy might 


conſider the whole affair as a ſtate tt ick, 
and ſo give themſelves no great con- 


cern about it. But after all, the way 
to ruin the cauſe of Popery, is neither 
numbering the Papiſte, nor putting the 
penal laws in force againſt them. But 
if we really wiſh well to the Proteſtant 
Religion, we ought to take ſuch mea- 
ſures, as are neceſſary, to give mankind 
a juſt notion of the nature of the Goſ- 
pel diſpenſation: Which, were it rightly 
underſtood, ſeems calculated to put an 
end to every ſpecies of Clerical tyranny; 

and 


I 0 
and to intraduce in its room univerſal 
peace and charity. 


In anſwer to the charge, brought by 


the Authour of the Confeſſional, where- 
in it is aſſerted, that the zeal, both of 
paſtor and people, in the Church of 


England is viſibly declined, our Letter- 
writer has the following curious obſer- | 
vation, And ſo is their zeal againſt In- 
Fsdelity, againſt Quakeriſm, againſt vice, | 
| Now really, I know not which to ad- 
mire moſt, the profound ignorance, or 

the ſenſeleſs bigotry that appears in this 
| Remark. A reader who was not ſenſible 
of the meaning of the words, Infidelity, 
Quakeriſm, and Vice, would certainly 
be inclined to believe from the light in 


which they are repreſented by the 
L 2 Letter- 
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1 
Letter- writer, that they were conver- 
tible terms; and that Quakeriſm was 


as pernicious in its conſequences, as 
Infidelity, Popery, and vice. And per- 
haps, this is the caſe, in his opinion. 
But people, who do not form their ſen- 


timents concerning a body of men from 
hearſays, can inform him, that a per- 
ſon may be a Quaker, and yet neither 
an Infidel in his faith, nor vicious in 
his practice. But can he really be ſo 
very devoid of common ſenſe, as to 
imagine that Quakeriſm claims our at- 
tention equally with the Popery. 
The Quakers indeed reject two ritual 
ordinances of our Religion. How 
far one of them at leaſt, was deſigned 
to continue in the Church of Chriſt, is 
a ſubject, that has afforded matter of 

argu- 
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1 
argumentation among perſons of great 
learning, who were never ſuſpected of | 
being Quakers, But from all that I have 
been able to learn, the eſſentials of Chriſ- 
tianity (which I hope no man is ſo ſtupid | 
as ta place, either in water-baptiſm, 
or in cating bread and drinking wine) are 
as much maintained among that ſect of 
Chriſtians as in Churches, that can ſhew 
more of the ſplendour, magnifience, 
and opulence of the world. But the 
great mi fortune is, the Quakers reject 
an hireling miniſtry: Zinc ule Lacry- 
mn. For were that ſcheme once to 
take place, the trade would be at an 
end, and the defenders of ſubſcription ! 
muſt neither look for Livings, nor 
Prebends, as the reward of their labours. 
As to the errors of Quakeriſm, it : 

becomes | 


ER] 


becomes the Miniſters of Jeſus to oppoſe 
them as well as every thing elſe that is 
contrary to the truth of theGoſpel : But 


if any one pretend to maintain that the 


errors of that ſect have a tendency as 
pernicious as Popiſh Idolatry, or even 
the unchriſtian impoſitions of worldly 
Church-men, I would adviſe him to go 
and learn, what that meaneth, I will 
bave mercy and not ſacrifice. 


Among many other paradoxes that 
are maintainted by our Letter-writer, 
this is one; viz, that if fubſeriptions 
were laid aſide, not only perſons void of 
zeal againſt Proteſtantiſm, but full of 
zeat againſi it, might then come into 
our Church preferments, and preach up 
Popery with 2 utmoſt freedom. We 


arc 


. 79: ] 
are now like to be in a fine ſituation; 
and notwithſtanding all the zeal he 
ſhews againſt Popery, who knows but 
the Authour of the Confeſſional may 
be a Jeſuit in diſguiſe? And indeed, 
were the ſcheme of aboliſhing the 


practice of ſubſcription to take place, 


I know of noobjection that can be made 
to this reaſoning, except a trifling one, 
drawn from the leading and fundamen- 
tal Article of Popery. And great pity it 
is, that by one argument all this curious 
train of reaſoning ſhould be entirelyover- 
thrown. Were not Iobliged to produce 
it,from motives of a ſuperior nature,vis. 
to prevent the Letter-writer's impoſ- 
ing upon a careleſs reader, (for I ain 
ſenſible, ſuch reaſoning cannot preju- 


duce the minds of thoſe who take any 


pain 


780. 
| pains to think for themſelves) I ſhould 
be inclined to ſuppreſs it; from a prin- 


WF ciple of tenderneſs to him, as a Divine, 
a Scholar, and a man of Common- 
Senſe. But I dare ſay, the intelligent 


reader is already ſenſible of the trifling 
ſophiſtry diſplayed in this argument : 
Nor have I any need to acquaint him, 
that a Papiſt conſiſtently with the prin- 
ciples of Popery, can no more ſubſcribe 


to the ſcriptures as a full, abſolute, com- 


pleat and perfect rule of faith, inde- 
pendant of all others, than he can to 


a declaration againſt tranſubſtantiation. 
And, if he were inclined to prevaricate, 
he might as well come into Church 


preferment, as matters now ſtand, as 
he could, were the propoſal of the Au- 
thour of the Confeſſional to take effect; 


for 


( 3 

for in either caſe he muſt ſolemnly and 
formally renounce Popery and declare 
himſelf a Proteſtant. But I cannot 
ſufficiently admire and commend the 
Letter-writer's zeal againſt Popery, 
nor can I charge it with any thing 
more, than being a zeal without 
knowledge. 


I have now finiſhed my Remarks 
upon the firſt Letter to the Authour 
of the Confeſſional ; and I cannot hel 7 
thinking, it has been ſufficiently 
ſhewn, that the Letter-writer is not 
in every part in vulnerable. And tho 
covered with the mighty ſhield of 


M totally 


I 


otally ſecured from the attacks of the 


friends of liberty.“ 


Theſe remarks to the public may con- 
vince the world, that nutwithſtanding 
any melancholy appearances, there are 


ſome, even among the Clergy, who, ſu- 
perior to all mercenary conſiderations, 
employ their time and talents in the 
defence of truth and liberty. Nor 
are the ſeeds of thoſe generous ſenti- 


ments that were ſown by a Cudworth, 
and a Whichcot, reared and cultivated 
by a Burnett and a Tillotſon, and 


brought 


See a late excellent Pamphlet intitled, Occafiona! 
Remarks upon ſome Strictures on the Confeſſional, pat- 
ticularly in a Pamphlet intitled, Doubts concerning 

. the Authenticity of the laſt Publication of the Confe/- 
fronal, Printed for Bladon, Pater-nofter- Row. 
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brought to maturity by a Clarke and 
an Hoadly entirely loſt, And tho 
the iniquitous method of endeavour- 
ing to ſtifle truth may prevail for a 
ſeaſon, yet finally it will rife victorious : 
And all theſe attempts will only 
contribute to confirm and eſtabliſh it. 


Duris ut Ilex tonſa bipennibus 
Nigre feraci frondis in Algido, 
Per damna, per cædes ab ipſo 

Ducit opes, animumque ferro, Hor. 


But after all that has been ſaid, it 
were to be wiſhed, that the public 
would keep their attention fixed upon 
the main argument, and conſider, 
how far the enjoining ſubſcription to 
Articles of faith be agreeable to 
M 2 ſeripture, 
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SJ 
ſcripture, and conſiſtent with the fun- 


damental principles of Proteſtantiſm. 


gome perhaps there are, who becauſe 


liberty ot conſcience is not directly 


attacked, may not be inclined to give 


themſelves any concern about a farther 
reformation But if they will only 
reflect upon the meaſures purſued by 
ambitious Church- men in paſt ages, 
they will be ready to lay hold of 


every opportunity to prevent the like 


miſchiefs for the future. And no 


way can ſucceed ſo well, as that pro- 
poſed by the Authour of the Confeſſi- 
onal, For the Goſpel is an utter 
enemy to all attempts of this kind, 
and gives no encouragement to the 
Clergy, to invade the rights and li- 
berties of the Laity, who are as capa- 


ble 


= 
ble judges of all controverted points 
in Religion, as any of the ſacred order. 
And had the Goſpel been always 
preached freely, and without reſtraint, 
we had never heard of any of thoſe 
extravagant claims that have made 


their appearance in the world. 


Under the mild Government of our 
preſent Primate, we have no reaſon to 
fear an undue exertion of Church 
authority. But, if, at ſome diſtant 
period of time (and in the revolution 
of ages, who can tell what may happen) 
another Laud * ſhould get poſſeſ- 

ſion 


* The Letter-writer's endeavouring to varniſh 
over the character of Laud and ſome others, muſt 
incline one to imagine, that he proceeds upon the 
ſame plan with the Authour of the Dickionaire 


Pbiloſephegut. That writer in the article wherein 
he 
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ſion of the primacy, what have not 
the friends of liberty to fear ? 
This is not only poſſible, but allo 
a Character might be drawn, 
which ſupported by a proper ſhare of 
temporal power, would be more terri- 
ble than that of Laud himſelf. Let 
us imagine, ſor example, one directiy 
opfofi.e to the character of our pre- 


ſent Archbiſhop. If, I fay, a man in 
the 


he treats of virtue, takes no ſmall pains to reduce 
all virtuous actions to bedeficence; and ſo endea- 
vours to prove that Hero, Pope Alexander the Sixth, 
and ſome other monſters, were virtuous men. Upon 
this principle, we may rank Laud in the ſame claſs. 
And becauſe he performed ſome generous actions, 
we ought, I ſuppoſe, to paſs over his treatment of 
Lesghion, and many other cruelties of the like na- 
ture. The only objection that can be made to 
this reaſoning, is, that ſuch a definition of virtue, 
bids fair to deſtroy all obligation, both moral, 


civil, and religious. 


1 

the early part of his life ſhould be 
educated 1n the principles of liberty : 
It by a courſe of free inquiry impro- 
perly conducted, he ſhould be led to 
doubt of the truth, I will not fay of | 
revealed, but even natural Religion it- 
ſelf : If he ſhould be ſo well ſatisfied 
with his new ſcheme, as to exert him- 
ſelf in making proſelytes to it: It 

upon the proipe& of ſome temporal 
advantages, he ſhould be ſo miracu- 
louſly converted to the belief of 
Chriſtianity, as to enter into holy 
orders, and let up for a zealous de- 
tender of that Goſpel he had before 
ridiculed and diſpiſed: If the ſame 
perſon, by a dextrous accommodation 
to the times ſhould at length raiſe 
himſelf to the primacy of this King- 
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38 
dom f after his exaltation, he ſhould 


begin to ſhew his orthodoxy, by pol- 


luting himſelf with the perſecution of a 


poor defenceleſs Infidel : If he ſhould 


make uſe of the loweſt arts to prevent 
the propagation of truth ; inſhort, if his 
whole conduct be ſuch as will give the 
world reaſon to believe, that he con- 
ſiders Religion in no other light than 
a political engine; if ſuch a man 
ſhould ariſe, and any of us live to be- 
hold the See of Canterbury ſo unwor- 
thily filled; and our temporal ſupe- 
riors think proper to afford him any 


gncouragement ; I dare venture to 


affirm, indifferent as we now are to 
the cauſe of Chriſtian liberty, weſhould 
then be juſtly alarmed for our civil 
liberties, as well as the ſafety of the 
Proteſtant Religion, 


Seer 


APPENDIY 


"THE following defence of the Authour of 

the Confeſſional reſpecting his obſervations 
on the conduct of Dr. Zake, when Archbiſhop: of 
Canterbury, and on a paſſage from Dr. Moſheim, 


is extracted from a late periodical production, en- 


titled, The Record of Literature, in the ſecond and 
third Volumes of which is given an entire view of 
the controverſy. As it is ſuppoſed to have been 
unobſerved by the Letter-writer, as well as by a 


writer in the Monthly Review, & it is here repub- 
a liſhed 


* < It is bus juſlice, ſays he, (in, his review of the firſt of the 
three Letters to the Authour of the Confe/ional) to acknowledge, 


that he has pointed out ſome few miſtakes and miſrepreſentations 


which the Anthour of the Confeional is chargeable with, for 
want of attention or proper information, and which we doubt nat 
but he will have candor enough to acknowledge ; particularly 


what is ſaid in regard to Archbiſhop Vale, appears to us to merit 
his 
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liſhed for the ſatisfaction of both, and in juſtice to 
the Authour of the Cenfeſſonal, at the Requeſt of 
my Correſpondent. 


To 


his attention, and likewiſe what 1s ſaid in regard to a paſſage from. 
Dr. M:fbeim.” Mont ly Review for February 1769, page 135. 
Such is the remi;k of the Reviewer of the above meationed 


Letter; which re mark, it is probable would not have been made, 


th if, b ſides his being unacquainted with the defence of the Au- 
; | thour of the Confeſſional on theſe points by Cantabrigienſs, he 
0 had not alſo overlooked the two additional notes to the Preface 
| N to th firit Edition of the Confeſional, at p. 74—84 and 85 —587 
WH. | ——- Vie Confeioral, 2d. Ed. | 
1 I | Tü Authour of a» Lpology for the Catholics of Great Britain 
ul | and Ireland, ſays, that Archbiſhop Wake had entertained a deſign 
My of tnis ſort [of uniting the Church of England with a Cathelic 
Win . Church] The Reviewer of that Article expreſſeth his hope, that 
j ll this 1: ſaid of the Archbiſhop without any foundation: And adds, 
1 | «© But ſure he {the Apologi') can have no expectations, that the 
„ preſent Archbiſhop, that ſteady and invariable friend to liberty, 
N | civil and eligious, will engage in ſuch a project.“ Monthly 
6 1 , Review for April 1567, p. 274. | | 
| þ 3 Iwill not ſuffer myſelf to doubt of the good reaſon the Reviewer 
| Fl hath for his confidence in the pr-/ent Archbiſhop's diſinclination 
} Þ | to ſuch a project, but it is amazing, that he ſhould ſuppoſe that 


Archbiſhop Fake is taxed with being concerned therein, avithou! 
any foundation, as the fact is confeſſed both by the friends and 
enemie, of our Church Eſtabliſhment. 


A P PF EN EM il 


Ts the CompiLERrs of the MonTuLyY RECORD of 
LITERATURE, 


GENTLEMEN, 
x WRITER in the London Magazine for 
March, hath fallen upon the Authour of the 
CoNnFESSIONAL with two very foul accuſations, 
expreſſed in no leſs foul language; and as it is 
hardly to be expected, that juſtice would be done to 
the ſaid Authour by admitting his defence into a 
pamphlet, which hath prejudged his cauſe by 
tiring his adverſary's letter, The Confeſſionaliſt 
detected, it is requeſted that you will give an advo— 
cace for the Authour of the CoNFESSIONAL an 
equitable hearing in your very reſpectable publica- 
tion, with regard to the points in queſtion, 
The firſt crime laid to our Authour's charge 1s, 


that, * occaſion is taken from the ambiguous ex- 


e preſſion eccleia Gallicaua, to make MosHEIM 


„ ſay *, that Archbiſhop Wake projected an union 
between the Church of England and the French 
** popiſh Church: Whereas, Mosneim maniteltly 
meant the French proteſtant Churches.” Now, 
if this angry gentleman will but give himſelf the 
trouble to read WAE RE's article, in the Piographia 

a 2 Britannica 


— —— 


*Confeſſional, pref. p. Ixii. 
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Britannica, vol. VI. part ii. he will, to his great con- 
fuſion and aſtoniſhment, make two diſcoveries. 
1. That Dr. Waxz's concurrents and correſpon- 
dents in this projected union were no others than 
Du PiN, PIERS DE GIN ARDIN and QUINAULT, 
doctors in the Sorbonne, with the countenance of 
the cardinal DE NOAILLES, who were much ſuch 
proteſtants as OraDian WALKER. 2. That, ac- 
cording to Dr. Waxe's ſentiments exhibited in 
the extracts of his letters to father CouravzR, 
under the ſame article, it is juſt as likely that Dr. 
Wake ſhould project a religious union with the 
Crim Tartars, as with the proteſtant antiepiſcopal 


Churches of France. Of all or any of this our De- 


tefor knew nothing. But, notwithſtanding his 
prattle about Mosxe1m's context being inconſiſtent 
with any other meaning of the words eccle/ia Galli- 
cana, &c. I imagine he will perſuade very few, that 
Mosne1M knew as little of the matter as he did. 
His other quarrel with the Authour of the 
CONFESSIONAL is, that „he made himſelf wilfully 
ignorant of a miſtranſlation of a paſſage in Mo- 
4 HEIM by Mr. MAcLAINVE, and was glad to lay 


* hold of the blunder for the ſake of introducing 
6C his 


APPEND V 


c his abſurd calumny [the calumny above-deteFed}. 


e upon Archbiſhop Wart.” The paſſage occurs 
Cox Ess TON AI, pref. p. lvii.—Now, the Authour 
of the ConFEsSIONAL, I. expreſſes his ſuſpicion that 
the tranſlation was inaccurate, 21d. p. lix.— 2. de- 


clares, he had not an opportunity of being informed 


how it was in the original; and, probably hath never 
had that opportunity even to this hour, unleſs he 
hath ſeen the London Magazine for March, 1767. 
3. It now appears, the Authour of the ConFEss1- 
ovAL had no calumny to ſerve by the catch. 
Archbiſhop Wakes ſtands convicted of the indict- 
ment in manner and form ; and our Letter-writer's 
candor appears to be equal to his knowledge of the 
matter of fact. A word or two, perhaps, might be 
offered on the behalf of the tranſlator. But it 1s 
better he ſhould be left to anſwer for himſelf, and 
likewiſe that this learned and gentle ſpirited Oxford 
gentleman ſhould be diſmiſſed without any reflection 
on the atmoſphere he breathes, but not without a 
friendly intimation to fit down to his next critical 
effort, with a better temper and more knowledge 
of his ſubject. | 
I am, Gentlemen, &c. 
April 8, 1767. CANTABRIGIENSIS. 


Ts 
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To the AurHOURS of the MONTHLVY RECORD of 
LITERATURE. 
GENTLEMEN, 
* TER returning you my thanks for ad- 
mitting my letter in defence of the Authour 
of the Confeſſional into your Recorp for May, I 
muſt now requeſt your farther indulgence in per- 
mitting me to obviate by your means another miſ- 
take, or rather, indeed, miſrepreſentation, relating 
to the ſame Authour, which hath appeared in the 
Gentleman's Magazine for the ſame month of May, 
according to their ſtile. 
The blunder of the Oxford gentleman who 
figured in the London Magazine for March laſt in 
defence of Archbiſhop Wax z's tranſaction with 


the Gallican Church, was ſo notorious, that even 


they who are ready to applaud his zeal againſt the 


Confeſſional, are become aſhamed of him ; and have 
openly diſclaimed him, as a defender of the ſaid 
Archbiſhop, not without terms of contempt, ex- 
preſſed in the parody of a trite latin paſſage uſually 


hackneyed on ſuch occaſions. 
However, as it was a common point both 


with the Oxford-man and his Reprover (who, by the 


way, ſigns himſelf Anglicanis in the St. Fames's 
Chronicle 


A FF N vil 


Chronicle of May 21.) to depreciate and vilify the 
Authour of the Confefional as much as poſſible, it 
became neceſſary to give the poor Oxoniau a ſugar- 
plumb; for though he hath ſo miſerably miſſed the 
mark in the matter of the Gallican Church, he may 
in ſome other province of chicane, be an uſeful 
hand, and 1s therefore to be kept in humour, fo 
jar as he can be decently abetted. 

Accordingly the ſaid Anglicanus, having ampli- 
fied his defence of Dr. WaEx in a letter dated from 
Canterbury, inſerted in the Gentleman's Magazine 
for May. p. 241. adds the following poſtſcript. 

P. S. In another quotation from Dr. MosHerm 
« the letter writer has indeed detected a very pal- 
** pable error in Mr. MacLAINE's tranſlation, and 
has thereby fully obviated that part of the Con- 
© fefſionaliſts charge which was built upon it.“ 
No what is the Charge which the Confeſſional- 
% hath built upon this error? I profeſs J have 
looked through the preface both to the firſt and 
ſecond edition of the Confeſſional, and can find no 
charge which at all depends upon Mr. MacL aine's 
erroneous tranſlation. Perhaps there may be 
dreamers at Canterbury, as well as at Oxford. 

The 
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The letter from Canterbury is dated April 18, 
2767. But the ſecond edition of the Confeſſional 
was not then publiſhed. We have therefore only 
to conſider what uſe the Authour of the Confeſſional 
made of Mr. MacLaiwng's error in the firſt edition 
of that work. 

Mr. MacrAINE, deluded by his own over- 
ſight, ſets himſelf to confute Mosnz1M's ſuppoſed 
aſſertion with great vehemence ; calling it an aſper- 
ſion, and offering reaſons to ſhew that, * the re- 
e formed Churches were never at ſuch a diſtance 
from the ſpirit and doctrine of the Church of 
“Rome, as at this day.” 

This aſſertion of Mr. MacLaineg, or rather 
indeed the reaſoning upon which it is ſupported, 
the Aythour of the Confeſſional takes the liberty 
to call in queſtion. He had never ſeen Mosnzim's 


original (I am now authoriſed to ſay, he has never 


ſeen it to this hour, otherwiſe than in the citation 
in the London Magazine for March) and he had 
no reaſon to queſtion Mr. MacLaine's abilities, 
as a tranſlator, any more than the knowledge or 
integrity of Dr. Mosnz1M in reporting a matter 


of fact. 
| Mr. 
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Mr. MacLaixne undoubtedly is, and would 
have been of the opinion he has expreſſed, and 
would have expreſſed it upon occaſion given by 
any other Authour, whatever MosHeim had cr had 
not ſaid upon the ſubject. On the other hand, 
the Authour of the Confeſſional's remarks are ad- 
dreſſed ſolely to Mr. MacLaine's reaſoning, and 
doubt not but he would have made the ſame re- 
marks upon the ſame reaſoning by whomſoever it had 
been employed, and whereſoever he had met with 
itz nor do his remarks receive any {ſupport from 
the ſuppoſed aſſertion of Dr. MosnziM. Where 
then is his charge built upon the very palpable error 
in Mr, MacLaive's tranſlation ? 


But perhaps the Canterbury gentleman, as he 
does not ſeem to be overloaded with apprehenſion, 
might imagine that ſome charge upon Dr. Ware 
is contained in the following paſſage. * After all, 
* this inſtance of a reformed Church growing more 
placable towards Romiſb doctrines, is, on the be- 
half of Dr. MoskEIM, an inſtance ad hominem 


* to Mr. MaclAINE, even with Mr. MacLainz's 
b * own 


* r. 


« Ovn ſuffrage, who will therefore, it is hoped, 
& àbate of his reſentment towards that excellent 
ce hiſtorian, and conſider his remark in a leſs invi- 
« dious light than that of an aſperſion.” Pref. Con, 


p- Ixv1. 


The inſtance here meant, is the initance of Arch- 
biſhop Wakk's creating with the Gallican Church 
for an union with the Church of England. But is 
that brought Here as a charge upon the Archbiſhop 
built upon Mr, MacLAIxNE's erroneous tranſlation 
of Dr. MoshEIM. So perhaps the Canterbury writer 
might imagine. But who ſees not, that the in- 
ſtance here mentioned is brought as evidence, in 
ſupport of MosnziM's ſuppoſed charge, not againſt 
Dr. WAE, but againſt the proteſtant Churches in 
general. Would it not be adviſeable for this gen- 
tleman before his next ſally into the field of con- 
troverſy, to read Dr. BLacksToxE in order to learn 
to diſtinguiſh bet Veen an Hi çnt and the evidence 


brought to ſupport it. 


I would the rather recommend this to our 
Canterbury adventurer, as he ſeems totally to have 


miſtaken 
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miſtaken the nature and tendency of the evidence, he 
hath retailed frorn the Biographia Britannica, in fa- 
vour of Dr. WARE. There can be no doubt but 
his honeſt intention was to white-waſh the Arch- 
biſhop, and to clear him, if poſſible, from all ſuſpi- 
cions of leaning to popery. To compaſs this, there 
were but two things to be done. 1. To prove that 
the Archbiſhop never entered into any treaty of 
union with the Ga/lican divines; or, 2. To prove 
that the Archbiſhop would not give up one fingle 
article of the Church of England, to forward the 
compromiſe. Now that a treaty there was, the 
Bicgrapher is expreſs and poſitive. —He ſays in- 
deed, that © the Archbiſhop made not the leaſt 
* conceſlion,” —but does he mean not the /eaf 
conceſſion with reſpect to any one article of the 
Church of England? By no means. He explains 
himſelf ſufficiently—* <vithout mating the leaſt con- 
** cefion, towards approving the AMBITIOUS preten- 
* fons of the church of Rome.” What the Arch- 
biſhop found fault with, were the pope's preten- 


7 0 „ 
lions to be HEAD of the Church. His Grace, it is 
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like, had no mind, that the pope ſhould be higher. 
in the Church of Rome, than he himſelf was in the 
Church of England. But had he the ſame ob- 
jections to all the other doctrines of popery, parti- 
cularly the doctrine of Apoſtolical ſucceſjion ? Aſk the, 
learned and candid father Couravrr. Might 
there not be other peculiar doctrines of popery to 
which the Archbiſhop had no objection ?. Let him 
ſpeak for himſelf out of this very Canterburian apo- 
logy. © I may and do, ſays he, ſeparate from THE 
% POPE and his TYRANNY, but I will not be a 
* SCHISMATIC ; in this diſpoſition I live, and af in 
this diſpoſition I die, I ſhall not fear any anathe- 
ée mas from the Yatican fulminated againſt me.” 
And have not thouſands of Roman Catholics died in 
this very diſpoſition ? © My principles, ſays his 

Which is to be under- 

ſtood of lis charity to the papilts, whom for that 

reaſon he took to be catholic and not ſchiſmatical. 

But what became of his catholiciſim, when the re- 

And 


difference he made between 


peal of the ſchiſm bill was in agitation ? 
whence came the 


1 and Pore diſſenters? Did that proceed 
from 


AP B E N ( xiii. 
from his catholic principles? For my part I ſhould 
not wonder if Oxford ſhould return the ball to Can- 
zerbury, and tell this writer in his turn, that WAkx 
wanted no ſuch defenders. 

I am, Gentlemen, 


June 9, 17679, Your obliged humble ſervant. 
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Page 6. Line 12. Read, Abſurdities 
39. L. 8. R. Practice 
41. L. 17 R. inſignibus 
5357, L . R. 
63. L. 6. R. potentem 
L. 14. R. Richlieu 
64. L; 13. R. Levees. 


L. 16. R. ſcene 
76. L. 14. R, with popery 
82. L. 3 dele, to the public 
85. L. laſt, R. Philoſophiquee, 
386. L. 13. R. Nero 
87. L. 16. R. deſpiſed 
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